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Energy Facility Stte Evaluation Council s
PO, Box 43172 L
Qlympia, WA Y8504-3172
Dear Mr. Fiksdal: NERGY PAVILTTY itk
A FVALUATION 0o
Re: BE Cherry Point Cogeneration Project Draft EIS
It is with grave concern that T write this letter regarding the Cogencratton Project. My conicern s
for two issues: 1. Adr quality, and 2. Noise.
t. Air Quality — It is most disconcerting 1o e told by 'the BP spokesmin that wheii the.
modeling results were higher than BP Hiked, they procecded 1o change the model-so that
results met their desired result, What good is modeling, what confidence can we have i
the modeling resuits, why should the results be retied upon under these conditions? Even
with the BP desired results, te mostharmiul pollutanis, PM2.5 at an estimated 270 tons
per year, will be carried by the prevailing south wind over the fastest growing urban
arowth area in Whatcom Counly as medsured by the Cendas Bitween 1990 and 2000 1
Because Birch Bay is a resort community as well, with the population doubling, even:
tripling, during the summer months, that many more people, especially the chitdren and
senior adubts, will be exposed to very hazardous conditions. Short of ot building the.
cogen plant at all, at least proper monitoring should take place with a stop gencrating
order in place to reduce the hazard during peak hazardous conditions, '
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Noise ~ Despite repealed requests and explanatioas regarding the noise poliution [Fem ilie
existing BP Cherry Point Refinefy, soise-monitosing stationg have nevet been placed
wihere the noise is nost prevalent and irvitating: - Again, how can the noise moniloring
results be relied upon for decision-making purposes when the resuits of the monitoring
are skewed in BPs favor ratheér than based on the reality of the residents” experience?
Agiin, short of not building the-cogen plant at-all, at least appropriate monitoring should
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take place mnd a stop generating/stop refining order should be in place when noise levely
reach the point of interrupling sleep at might,
Unforiunatety, the B heavy industry property is Hierally right across the sireet from air urban
arowth area thial las always beena resort ared, Activities af BP must; therefore, pass the festof”
operatiig aceoedingly, even though they exist in a heavy industry zoned arca.
Your consideration of these concerns and matters will be greatly appreciated.
Kathy Borg
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